4                   Panchapadika

arriving at this '-'Vishaya' we fare told about the definition
(laksana), conceivabilily (sambhaavanaa), possibility (sadb-
haava) and the ways of establishing (pramaana)eadhyasa9. In
this manner did the commentator establish and prove
adhyasa, and then did he establish the subject matter and
purpose of his work. Thus the earlier part of the 'adhyasa
bhasya' is related to the main text through the latter part.
This explains why Padmapada divided the ^adhyapsa bha-
shya' into two parts.

Objection : But the passage ending with 'asyaanartha
hetoh prahaanaaya...9 does not prove'adhyasa'. lhat 'adh-
yaasa5 exists is proved only by the sentence ending with
^sarva loka pratyakshah'. As such it should be said that the
earlir part should be read only with reference to or along
with this part ending with 'sarva loka pralyakshah ?

Reply.; It is true. However, that part of the comment-
ary ending with the sentence 'sarve vedaantaa aarabhyante'
explains the 'Vishaya' and 'prayojana9 and states that they
are found in the vedaanta vaakyas. As such that sentence
alone explains the relation of the 'Vichaara9 'saasfra' to the
earlier part of the text. In arriving at the 'Vishaya' and
"prayojana" of this^nvestigation which are given in the latter
part, we come to estarblish 'adhyaasa' through which alone
we can establish the other. This explains the relation of
the two parts.

Objection ; Yet, the Vishaya and pray ojana expo-
unded here do not seem to be implied by the first aphorism.
They appear to be totally unrelated to the aphorism.

Reply ; This is answered by Padmapada when he
observed that since these are implied by that aphorism,